The paper examines the occurrence of the office of the protos archon and of the synarchia in Greek cities of the provinces of Pontus et Bithynia and of Thrace, particularly as it concerns its relevance for the relations and reciprocal influences of the two provinces. Key words: office, eponymous office, Greek cities, Bithynia, Thrace.
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; they were repeatedly examined over recent years 2 . The present paper proposes the examination of an institutional aspect of these relations.
The office of the First Archon occurs in the cities of Bithynia 3 under Roman rule, doubtlessly due to the lex Pompeia 4 . This provincial law, of which only a few provisions are known to us 5 , was concerned with public, not private law and settled the poleis' citizen rights, their political institutions and their relations to each other. However, a precise standardization of the magistracies in the cities of the province seems to be confined to the office of the archon 6 . This was a yearly elected body of several (three to five) archons under a president bearing the title of a protos archon. As the holder of an office of highest prestige, he was also the president of the council (who also elected him), represented his city towards the Roman authorities and was the privileged reference person of Roman officials 7 . First archons occur also in areas which were never part of the Pompeian or later province of Pontus et Bithynia, such as Ankyra or Pessinous or various small cities in the province of Asia 8 . A conspicuous concentration is to be found, however, in the Greek cities of Thrace and the western and north-western Black Sea coast, i.e. in those areas, which under Roman rule entertained close relations to Bithynia. These cities fall into two groups: the old (Milesian and Megarian) apoikiai on the Black Sea and the new poleis founded by Trajan in the Thracian interior.
In the old Milesian apoikiai, the office of the archon is of non-Milesian origin; in Miletus herself, archons occur as proposers of decrees no earlier than the late 2 nd century BC 9 . In the Black Sea area, the title of archon occurs as a rule no earlier than the Hellenistic period and refers usually either to the office-holders generally or to a body of magistrates 10 . Didyma 46, 47; NAWOTKA 1997, 114-115. 10 See for this in detail EHRHARDT 1983, 208-210; NAWOTKA 1997, 134-137, 154-157, 165-166, 179. 11 ISM I 7, 9, 12 (3 rd nd c. BC an office described as ἄρξασα; this is more likely to be understood as "magistrate" than as (EHRHARDT 1983, 516 and n. 1282) that as "magistratearchon" (NAWOTKA 1997, 134-135 n. 132 20 For the "false" eponyms see PIPPIDI 1967, 82-85. Ehrhardt (1983, 209 and  . As such, these offices, except for Philippopolis, are attested in six of the eleven cities founded by Trajan in Thrace. The other five -Bizye, Nicopolis ad Nestum, Plotinopolis, Topeiros, Traianopolis -have seen little archaeological research and their epigraphical output is by far lower than in the six cities above; thus, a dearth of evidence does not equate the lack of these offices in these latter poleis.
At
The areas of competence of the First Archon in Thrace cannot be established. They occur mostly as epimeletai for various constructions and dedications, which probably means that they were expected to contribute financially, otherwise in honorific or funerary inscriptions. In the cities founded by Trajan they were probably the eponymous n. 1279) holds the opinion that at Anchialos and Odessos the term synarchia refers to the colleges of magistrates together. 21 EHRHARDT 1983 EHRHARDT , 209 and n. 1284 EHRHARDT -1287 NAWOTKA 1999, 47-48. 40 Proposers of decrees: IOSPE I GRAF 1974; GRAF 1979; EHRHARDT 1983, 198-199; SHERK 1992, 235-236. 42 SHERK 1991, 239-240 . For the institutions of Chersonesos in the pre-Roman and Roman periods, see SAPRYKIN 1991; ZOLOTAREV 2003. as the Greek cities in inland Thrace are concerned, there may be something more to it.
Relatively little is known of the circumstances of foundation of these cities 44 ; but there are obvious similarities with the city foundations of Pompey the Great in Pontus. In both cases, comprehensive city foundations were decided as a result of difficult and prolonged military operations; in both cases, an extensive area (the interior of Pontus in the one case, inland Thrace in the other), previously lacking Greek cities, was endowed with such, either by granting polis status to already extant settlements, or by establishing new ones ex nihilo. Pompeius organized through his lex provinciae the entire newly established province and unitized at least some institutional aspects of its new and older Greek cities. Whether Trajan did the same, is unknown; it is however likely that he drew upon the precedent created by his predecessor and introduced some of the innovations of Pompey in his Thracian city foundations.
But this was not an exact imitation of Pompeian offices and institutions. None of the other offices which occur in several Bithynian cities are clearly attested in Thracian or western Pontic cities. Neither the timetes nor the grammateus of the Council and of the People are present here. There is an argyrotamias at Nicopolis ad Istrum (IGB II 665) and at Augusta Traiana (IGB III2, 1707), but this is hardly an office corresponding to the (ἀργυρο)ταμίας τῶν σειτονικῶν/ ἐλαιωνικῶν χρημάτων attested at Prusias ad Hypium, Kios, Nikomedeia, Nikaia and Prusa
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. There are no known details on the functioning of the Council in these cities. The (few known) phylai offer no parallels to those in Bithynian cities; conspicuous is in the cities founded by Trajan the lack of phylai names derived from Roman emperors and their kin, which appear often in Bithynian cities , Zeus (Olympios) was worshipped together with Hera (Zygia) and Athena (Polias), a combination which corresponds to the Capitoline triad. Against this background it is conceivable that the setting up of the newly founded cities' pantheon was due not so much to their own initiative but to the Romans'. The Capitoline triad was hardly ever present in Asia Minor and the sole instance for a collocation of these three deities occurs in an inscription of Nikaia 52 , dedicated by one of the numerous 44 See for this ROSTOVTZEFF 1957, 249-253; JONES 1971, 1-27; DANOV 1979; WOLFF/VELKOV 1990 . 45 AMELING 1984 See for this KUNNERT 2012, 53-65, 73-92. 47 Votive offerings for Zeus Olympios: IGB I 2 , 372; IGB III2, 1839.
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Evidence for the cult of Zeus Olympios: IGB II 800; a relief of the eagle of Zeus: TONČEVA 1960 , 72 no. 7. For Marcianopolis see GEROV 1980 A priest of Zeus Olympios: IGB IV 1917; see also ROBERT 1949, 133-134. 50 IGB IV 2066 , 2072 , 2073 , 2214 IGB II 664-668 (in the last one only Zeus and Hera) -all erected by magistrates or chairmen of associations; see for the cult of Zeus also IGB II 669, 670. At Karaš near the river Iskăr, one man, Μαρτιάλης Βειθυος β᾽, dedicated for Zeus Olympios (IGB II 498) and Hera Olympia (IGB II 499). 52 I. Nikaia 34.
Romans settled in this city, C. Hostilius Ascanius 53 . Thus, the cult did not reach Thrace from or over Bithynia, but was probably established in connection with the creation of the Trajanic poleis and by the wish of the founder.
The occurrence of the synarchia and/or of the First Archon in the Greek cities in inland Thrace was, as well as the implementation of the Capitoline triad under Greek names, a result of the foundation of these cities on Roman initiative and with little recourse to local traditions and facts. Thus, the founder took a look around and took over some features of the constitutions of his new cities from those founded under comparable circumstances in the province Pontus et Bithynia. Moreover, the close relations of Bithynia to the western and northwestern Black Sea shore made sure that the office of First Archon and the synarchia were received in those cities also.
